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1 )IEI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 23 February 201 1 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . While the Examiner maintains that the specification fails to adequately describe 
"a reference to the object" as "containing] information necessary to locate and invoke 
the object" as discussed in the Office action of 1 1/30/2010 (§7-8), the amendments to 
claim 1 render that rejection moot. Accordingly, it has been withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 2/23/201 1 do not comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (c) 
because they do not clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the 
claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the 
objections made. Further, they do not show how the amendments avoid such 
references or objections. 

Applicant merely asserts that the prior art of record fails to disclose the newly 
added limitations, without providing any explanation of how the amendments distinguish 
the claims from the prior art. For the reasons discussed below, the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees that the prior art of record fails to disclose these features. 

3. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to incorporate additional details 
of the "portal framework" and how the "site[s]" and "repositories]" interact with each 
other by sharing references to the objects. Additional detail is necessary to distinguish 
the claims from mere sharing of references to content among a plurality of related 
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servers. The Examiner recommends incorporating limitations detailing what types of 
objects are shared and how the shared objects are used by the various components of 
the system. The Examiner recognizes that there are differences between the prior art of 
record and Applicant's disclosed invention. However, the current claims do not contain 
sufficient details to distinguish them from the prior art of record. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,4,6-14,17,1 9-27, 30-34 and 36-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Stefik et al. (US 6,236,971) in view of Chang et al. 
(US 2002/0078377). 

6. As per claim 1 , Stefik teaches a method for sharing an object (digital work) in a 
portal framework (a plurality of repositories work together to form a portal providing 
access to various content)(col. 7, II. 14-65), the method comprising the steps of: 

storing a reference (digital ticket) to the object in a first repository in the portal 
framework, wherein the first repository is associated with or available to a first site 
(tickets may be stored an distributed among repositories)(col. 3, II. 37-39; col. 51 , II. 42- 
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44), wherein the reference to the object contains information necessary for accessing 
the object (identification information and address information of special ticket agent)(col. 
4, II. 8-1; col. 22, II. 60-66); 

performing a first operation to store a duplicate of the reference to the object in a 
second repository associated with or available to a second site (tickets can be copied to 
other repositories)(col. 23, II. 4-5; col. 51, II. 45-46); 

wherein, via the duplicate of the reference stored in the second repository, the 
object becomes available to the second site for reuse by the second site on the portal 
framework (ticket holders can access associated objects and tickets can be refreshed 
upon transfer, making them available for reuse by a second site)(col. 23, II. 4-25; col. 
51, II. 56-58); 

wherein the first operation is in accordance with a first privilege granted as 
defined by a permission to share the object with the second site (copy permission 
granted as a result of fee payment)(col. 51, II. 63-65). 

Stefik does not specifically disclose the object (digital work) being a software 
object. However, it is known at the time of the invention to share/lease software objects. 
Chang et al. discloses a system where software objects can be leased for used over a 
distributed network (see fig. 2d, fig. 3, paragraph [0035]) . It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to apply the teaching 
of Stefik to control the leasing of software objects because it would have enabled the 
owner of a software object to specify usage and distribution rights to the software object 
(Stefik; Abstract; col. 4, 11.6-14). 
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7. As per claim 4, Stefik teaches an operation to unshare the object with the second 
site, wherein the second operation removes the duplicate of the reference of the object 
from the second repository (col. 38, II. 18-29) 

8. As per claim 6, Stefik further discloses providing access to the duplicate of the 
reference of the object in the second repository (other repositories can request and 
receive the digital ticket). 

9. As per claims 7-9, Stefik teaches access is in accordance with a second privilege 
(col. 1 1 , II. 33044; col. 44, II. 8-23; col. 46, II. 1-20) and storing in a third repository (the 
distributor repository, etc). 

1 0. As per claims 10-11, Stefik teaches an operation to remove the object from a 
repository (col. 38, II. 18-29). 

11. As per claim 1 2, Stefik teaches storing references to child objects (col. 1 1 , I. 58 
to col. 12, I. 8). 

1 2. As per claim 1 3, Stefik teaches excluding reference to a child object (apparent 
from col. 12 II. 21-38). 
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1 3. Claims 14,17,1 9-27, 30-34 and 36-39 are rejected under the same rationale as 
claims 1 , 4 and 6-13, since they recite substantially identical subject matter. Any 
differences between the claims do not result in patentably distinct claims and all of the 
limitations are explicitly or inherently taught by the above cited art. 

14. As per claim 40, it is rejected under similar rationale as for claim 1 above. Stefik 
further discloses adding the object to the second site utilizing the first copy of the 
reference stored in the second site repository (ticket holders can access associated 
objects)(col. 4, II. 7-26). 

1 5. As per claim 41 , it is apparent that a second copy of the reference (digital ticket) 
can be made to another third site repository in the portal framework if the ticket permits 
multiple copies. 

1 6. As per claim 42, Stefik teaches that the objects may be compound objects and 
that storing a first copy of the reference further comprises storing a reference to at least 
one child object of the compound object (references [tickets] may provide access to 
portions of a digital work in the form of ancestor and descendent blocks)(col. 1 1 , 1. 58 to 
col. 12, I. 8). 



1 7. As per claim 43, Stefik teaches the reference (digital ticket) is copied from one 
repository to another (col. 51 I. 45, col. 4, II. 37-40). The object (digital work) itself is not 
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transferred to the repository until access to the object is requested using the reference 
(digital ticket). Hence, the object is not copied to the repository during the creation of the 
copy of the reference. 

1 8. As per claim 44, Stefik does not specifically disclose storing object in a database 
remote from the shared repository. However, for reliability purposes, it is well known in 
the art to store data in a remote database for archival or backup. Hence, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to store the object in a remote database 
because it would have enabled backup of the object. 

Conclusion 

1 9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AARON STRANGE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Firmin Backer can be reached on 571-272-6703. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Aaron Strange/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2448 



